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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 
COLORADO 7% MESA 


AREA CHARACTERISTICS 


The population of the area increased steadily over the period 1920-1950, while the 
number of farms declined. The number of farms increased during the 1920-1935 
period and gradually declined from 1935-1950. Livestock and livestock products 
are the major source of agricultural income in the area. Part of the area is under 
irrigation and produces fruit and feed for livestock. The average value of farm 
land and twildings was $15,323 per farm in 1950. Gross income from sale of farm 
products averaged $4,445 in 1949. Both average farm property values and gross farm 
income were about one-half the average for the State as a whole. In 1950, 

96 percent of the farms irrigated 18 percent of the farm land in the area. The 
elevation ranges from 4,500 to 11,000 feet. The growing season varies from 123 to 
191 daysSe 


ULTIMATE NUMBER OF CONSUMERS 


On May 31, 1953, the cooperative was serving 2,968 consumers. The manager has 
estimated that a total of 3,642 consumers will be served ultimately. The present 
number of consumers inclnudés 359 water heater accounts billed separately. The 
manager's estimates appear reasonable if water heaters continue to be regarded as 
separate accounts. 


ESTIMATED FUTURE CONSUMPTION OF ELECTRICITY 


Farm consumers indicated they expected to increase in 3 years their use by 

21 percent; nonfarm and town residential consumers indicated they expected to 
increase their use by 9 percent over a like period. The cooperative is served by 
the Bureau of Reclamation and the rates are reasonably low. The principal increase 
in usage by farm consumers is indicated to occur in the home. Electric powered 
sprinkler irrigation systems have made little progress in the area so far. One- 
third of the respondents used LP gas for cooking, water heating, or house heating. 


Based on factors believed to be significant, this analysis leads to the following 
estimates of average monthly consumption which are certified as being reasonable 
and may be expected to be attained in the years specified: 
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Year Ended 
Class of Consumer®/ June 1953 
Farm 192. 
Nonfarm 191 
Town Residential L52z 
Sma11 Commercial 477 


Public Buildings 132)/ 
Irrigation (13HP) (annual) ) 
Large Commercial (annual) 
White Water Sand & Gravel Co. (35kw) | 
(Potential) Mesa County Pipe & Bridge Co. (20kw) 


1955 


220 
200 
160 
525 
145 
13, 000 


25,000 
50,000 


1958 


265 
225 
190 
570 
160 
13, 000 


25,000 
50,000 


1963 


350 
265 
230 
625 
ty fof 
13,000 


25,000 
50,000 


a/ Water heating metered separately by cooperative for farm, nonfarm, and town 


residential consumers has been incorporated into the present averages, 
respectively, and is included in future estimates for these classes. 


does not apply to the small commercial consumers. 


b/ Estimated. 
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ANALYSIS OF BASIC FACTORS RELATED TO 
THE RURAL BIGCTRISICATION LOAN FOR 


es 


COLORADO 7 MESA 


This analysis of basic factors related to the future consumption of electricity by 
consumers of the Grand Valley Rural Power Lines, Incorporated, with headquarters 
at Grand Junction, Colorado (Figure 1), is based on a field study conducted during 
parts of June and July 1953 by Vergil Bufford, Agricultural Economist. This 
analysis was prepared by Earl A. Gardner, Agricultural Economist. The field work 
consisted primarily of interviews with 90 farm, 17 nonfarm, and 27 town residential 
consumerse Consumption data from billing records were secured_for these classes. 
In addition, five small commercial consumers were interviewed.2/ Agricultural 
leaders were consulted regarding local economic trends. Supporting economic data 
were obtained from the U. S. Census for Mesa and Garfield Counties and from other 
secondary sources. 


ULTIMATE NUMBER OF CONSUMERS 


On May 31, 1953, the cooperative was serving 2,968 consumers. The appraiser 
indicated this figure included 359 water heater accounts billed separately. Water 
heaters were distributed among the consumers as follows: farm 268, nonfarm 42, 
town residential 39, and small commercial 10. The manager estimated an ultimate 
number of 3,642 consumers (Figure 2). This would indicate an increase of 674 con-~ 
sumers, The appraiser indicated considerable building of new homes in the served 
area adjacent to Grand Junction. The U. S. Census for 1950 indicates there are 
approximately 240 farms unelectrified in Mesa and Garfield Counties. 


It is understood there has been a subdivision of acreage on the irrigation project, 
especially in the fruit area. This is partially responsible for the increased 
number of farm consumers in recent years. The cooperative has added approximately 
230 farm consumers since 1950. 


Based on: the field appraisal and additional information obtained, the estimate of 
the 674 consumers to be added appears reasonable. 


Analysis of consumer connections during the past 3 years reveals a sizeable turn~ 
over in consumers, with increases in new consumers partially offset by consumer 
disconnections. The number of disconnections increased about one-third during 
this period, tut this increased rate of disconnections was offset by about the 
same increase in reconnections. The difference between disconnections and 


; if Respondents in the survey were selected from a 5 percent BAE-type area sample 


for farm and nonfarm consumers. Town residential consumers were randomly 
selected on the basis of a 124 percent tabular list sample. 


~l«- 


Colorado 7 Mesa ~ September 11, 1953 
reconnections indicates an average of 5l net disconnections per year. It is 
assumed these net disconnections reflect a loss of consumers once served. 


Based on the sample, the present number of idle services is 50 percent greater 
than the decrease in number of farms during the 1940-1950 period. 


TABLE I 


DISTRIBUTION OF CONSUMER UNITS WITH 
RESPECT TO ELECTRIC SERVICE 


Estimate of Total 


Nature of Units In Number of Units 
Consumer Unit . Sample In Service Area / 
Farm, Served 90 2,041 
Nonfarm, Served : 17 201 
Town Residential, Served 27 ne 
Small Commercial, Served be 205 
Not Interested In Service 3 69 
Abandoned Houses 9 207 
Vacant Houses . i 9 rw207 
Idle Services 19 437 
Served by Public Service y 92 

Total 183 5 Bax652 


a/ Derived by expanding sample data. 


NATURE OF PRESENT AND INDICATED FUTURE CONSUMPTION 
OF ELECTRICITY AS REVEALED BY THE SURVEY 


A tabulation of the raw data secured from respondents revealed the monthly con~ 
sumption figures shown in the following table. 


TABIB IL 
INDICATED MONTHLY KWH consuMPrione/ 


Percent 


Class of Consumer e+ = Present Putured/ Increase 
1. Farm Consumers 215 261 21 
2. Nonfarm Consumers | . 2hbb 265 9 


3. Town Residential Consumers. 162 176 9 


eee 
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a/ Based.on indications by respondents in the survey and average ‘energy 
requirements as determined by REA for the country at large. ~~ 


b/ Based on. what respondents expect e add in 3 Aa 


It should be. bh gop ‘shat: respondents classified as Pap actually averaged 161 tia 
per month during 1952; nonfarm respondents averaged 165 kwh per month and town 
residential respondents averaged 149 kwh per month. These figures include water: 
heaters. as-part.of the respondents! total use. It appears that farm consumers in~ 
this area use. 75 percent, nonfarm consumers 68 percent and town residential con- 
sumers use 92 percent of the ere? eanee as determined by REA for the country 

at large... . 


The service area has a. farm income of less than onecbal? the averege for the State 
as a Whole. This probably explains in part the low average use of electricity aa 
appliance on the farms. 


Historical consumption records for all respondents in the survey having background. 
data indicated a generally rising average consumption. This is revealed in 
Table III. | 


AVERAGE MONTHLY KWH CONSUMPTION OF 
114 FARM, NONFARM AND TOWN CONSUMERS 


Years of : “Number Average KWH Consumption Per Month 
Service © In Group 1999390 ie Le ie eh Be AG IN Tho TA 150 151 153° 


15. ” 60 71 80 73 80 81 94 95 109 108 116 145 128 140 163 
ee 2 aw —~ == 49 5h 48 53, .51 46 82 72 81 57 46 45 
hs. “eke: mae mee ee 33 6357?) 72: 134 192 327 411 482 530 657: 
30.04 2 mee ee me 6 65 69 «72 «074 70 «76: 155 160 186 
glee 5 mm ee ete ee eB: GL 54 «69 «7h Bl 93 :1510145 
8 2 mm te ee we HD 51 50 49 50 «267 «75 «(BA 
? lO... wee eee 40 MA 51 77 9s 72s 73 
6 12 ee a Ge es ae Lae! Bas’ 96 S96 109: 123-168: 
5 enn BB cues. sora ert linet lienrh eeeceat awe Was Sindee ee FO ..69, 112° 1a Ls2 
by eo AB. women mee eee ee eee YE 107 «2124 132° 
3 21 eee AEE etal vin aw’ mm -97 120 137% 
2 Tor" Coledsoeatie . cam agua rset ot om weer faptaincmehee me a maeoe eg go a Ae 156 227 wT 
1 10 wee ee eaten, mee ate tment ooze me tomet ign ee mat crete 290 
. Weighted Average . 60 71 80 68 67..72...69. 72-.67 79--82 95 110 130 158 


: A saturation of electrical. era eueeae and. ‘ecaipnent, measured. in terms of the 
percent of consumers presently having them: and: a ‘corresponding percent anticipated 
in the future, was compiled from field sehedules. This is show for all farn, 
nonfarm and town residential consumers in Tablé IV. 


A 
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Metres Hore OG 


Son ee 
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“TABLE IV Iv. 


-° PRRgmED AND INDICATED SATURATION OF ELNOTRIcAt APPLIANCES an 
, RQUIPMENT AND CORRESPONDING ESTIMATED INCREASE IN KWH USAGE 
FARM, NONFARM AND TOWN RESIDENTIAL CONSUMERS, COMBINED? 


Appliance Percent of Consumers _ nels Increase 
or Presently . Indicating.. ~.Percentage.. KWH Usage Per 
Equipment alee aes DOs Future. Use. .-. Roints. . 100-Consumers 
Air Compressor 2 ny FS ee 8 ~ 
Battery Charger = nd. ee om “RE -f ae 
Blanket “ 8 B Oe, i 
Brooder (Hover) 2h 25: eh 7 121 | 
Churn 1 - 1 _— 3 
Jlock | ~ 63 - 64 oe 18» 
Clothes Drier wow]: oe “sate E~ 
coal Stoker ‘2 2 ea Sell 
Sream Separator 15 16. a 985" 
Dishwasher “wl 2 os F090: 
Drill Press 16 20 2s 48 
‘Fan (Cent. Hot Air Cir.) 1 :j a | , oie 
Fan (Household) 16% 1? ek it 15 
Fence — aaa gan — ae 
Food Mixer ee 50 i 25 
Freezer (Home) i. Bi CS OMe 10 9,360 
Jarden Watering os ete 26 i 
leating Pad 31 a2 -- anne 
jot Plate 34 35 1 70 
.ron 2 : “i 94 ry. awe 4 ; Oy 4S ss —_ . : a mee 
‘roner | ut rn Saw a | yonenren 
sighting: . i 
Beef Cattle Barn Ly 4 cere saree 
‘Bunk House Edin.  o *ynbieany af wougpyey 25 
Cave or Spring House _ 7 ane = Taaneite 202: sre, 2 
Calf Brooder 1 1 — aati 
Dairy Barn x a a 35 
Garage .. " 13, 18,5247 1 we 6x8 
“General. Barn ‘ 24 2B ore gu 4 " grey -<96 
House Lighting . ae 99 » - | aoe 
Milk » House: »: 9 17 t ' ee ei rhe ts 
Other Buildings paw 6 sy wadleeey: te2 may Sse. ony. gore 
‘Poultry Brooder House 6 vor On. eens eer yey aa 
Poultry Laying House 16 17 35 
Shop 7 11 4 48 
“Sheen Rhode. a4 tee ange eit 2 Vicaenst 1 12 
Trailer uf 1 = as 
Yardeni 95000 “9 xy ee ths . pe: Gomes 5 90 
sivestock Watering x: : haan oe: BO 1 180 
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Appliance Percent of Consumers Increase 

or Presently Indicating Percentage KWH Usage Per 
_Bquipnent PRG Using Future Use | | Points 100 Consumers 
MALI UUTeyi rh «hs, HELA mane Fd 5 ehh nie th et NE 9 
Milking Machine “~" apne. on geod us gh eR QA MBO iy gO 462 
Oil Furnace: °°: }. ag Niviecst Th pee” seni hall anes 
Paint Sprayer ‘ ae . 1 eras -~ 
Percolator pees ve oe a . 35 1 «60 
Power Saw | Dab peice ahy4 iat ho a 2 24 
Pressure System (Less than’ 22') 7 wag =e . 5 Minato 540 
Pressure System’ (Greater ‘than 22")34 37 ia dia Dall nie © aging aot or ee 
Radorr rey o>. v FGp % 97 ete: AO 100 
Range vrs . PINS nae | 5 6,000 
Refrigerator 95 96 1 360 
Refrigerator (Walk-in) ‘So Tay wey ae io 
Roaster 7 peri pot oe 5 app dgpa et “— 
Sewing Machine 22 22 eee os -- 
Sheller, Corn ‘4 E: ' ee 7 ae 
Soldering Iron 1 2 rane a 
Space Heater (Portable) 9 10 1 70 
Stock Tank De-icer 1 2 1 150 
Stock Tank Heater . 4 5 1 150 
Toaster 63 65 os 70 
Tool Grinder . 16 | 20 he 100 
Vacuum Cleaner we UP aaZ 53 1 gl 20 
Waffle Iron U8 | es <a 25 
Vashing Machine 86 . 87 a 35 
Water Heater with Bath 12 19 oe 22,500 
Water Heater without Bath 1 ua | -— -- 
Water Heater (Pressure Type) 3 3 _ ste 
Water Pail jie gle 1 — -- 
Welder andl ite: «3 


A) 
he 
wr 
ro) 


a/ Data do not reflect instances of more than one of the same appliance per consumer. 


ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS 


y The service area is located in the west central portion of Colorado and lies 
“principally in’Mesa County. It also covers pOnRA Re of Garfield and Delta: 
Uounkies, (Figare 1). 


‘The population of this area increased steadily over the. périod 1920-1950. Fron. 
1920-1935, the number of farms increased almost 800. From 1935-1950, the number 
of farms have ‘decreased and were almost back to the 1920. figure. The ratio of 
the area to the number of farms in the State, however, has shown a steady increase 
through the period 1920-1950. 


ee Bia 
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Population increase in the area over the past. 10 years yas ety POCA EO 
between the farn, nonfarm. and urban areas. The largest increase was in the . 
nonfarm group. tn 1950, the, rural-nonfarm population comprised 45 percent . of the: 
total, urban 28 percent, and farm population 27 percent. The employed labor force 
in 1950 was for the most part employed in trade, service utilities and miscellane- 
ous groups. Agriculture accounted for 24 percent of the petals hui, Beige hin 

9 percent, railroads and manufacturing ) percent each, . sy she 


Farms in the area averaged 304 acres in: 1950. ° ‘Theywere valued at $15,323 per 
farm, compared to an average of $26,164 for the State as a whole. Over the 

period 1945-1950, a marked difference occurred in land values between the area 

and the State as a whole. Farms in the area increased 79 percent during this 
5-year period, while farms in the State increased 121 percent. Average income. 
from all farm products sold by farms in the area in 1949 was $4, 4hs5, This 
compares with.an average of $9,357 for the State as a whole. - The income from farm 
products for the 1945~1950 period did not show any substantial increase per farm 
and is the apparent reason for the farm values being lower for the area in 
proportion to the rest of the Stabe. 


The major source of agricultural Shoome in the area is from livestock and livestock. 
products. Fifty-five percent of this income is from the sale of beef cattle and 
the remainder is mostly from sheep and hogs. Corn, oats, and barley are raised 

_ primarily for feed. There are 1,800 farms with less than 30 acres each in the © 
area. These are mostly fruit farms growing peaches, pears, apricots, and apples. 
Cash income from fruit represents 46 percent of the crop sales. 


According to the 1950 Census, 96 percent of the farms irrigate 18 percent of the 
total land in farms. Very few of the farms are irrigating with sprinkler systems. 


Ovmership .of farms iy full or in part is reported by 85 percent of the operators. 
General farming predominates on 8 percent of the farms. Over one~half of all 
farm operators reported off~farm employment in 1949, as compared to one-third 

in 1944, and over one-half of the operators reporting off~farm employment in each 
period Beare working off the 100 days or more a year, 


Farm facilities data for 1950 indicate 90 percent of the farms with central station 
electricity and 76 percent with telephones. U. S, Highways Nos. 50, 6 and 24 as 
vell as State’ highways traverse the settled portions of the service area. The 
Denver and Rio Grande lestern Railroad serves the area. Markets for crops and 
livestock appe ar to be adequate, the area being halfway between Denver and Salt 
Lake City. Grand Junction is the important trade center within the area. 


There vere she ihamufacturing establishments in the two-county area in 1947, 
according to the Census of Manufactures. One plant employed over 100 workers, 
Important types of manufacturing in order of importance were food and kindred 
products, lumber and lumber products, printing and publishing, and avon ta Gane 
and glass” products. - . 


’ ¢ 
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“TABLE Y 
ECONOMIC TRENDS RELATED T0 THE RATE OF 


INCREASE IN USE OF ELECTRIC POWER 


Item and Relationship 


Population «=. ° 


Service, Area 31,585 
State of Colorado... -939,629 . 
Ratio Area to State +0336 
Number of arms : sath 2421920 
Service Area. . 3,137 
. State of Colorado 59,934 
Ratio Area to State 00523 


Average Income From All 
Farm Products’ Sold ars 


Service Area 
State of Colorado 
makio Area to State 


Average Value of Land ane 
and Buildings ave eahneaiie 
Service Area 
State of Colorado 
Ratio Area to State 


Cost of Purchased Pover - | _e 
- Colorado 7-Mesa. oe ee, 
. 7 GALT REA in State of Colds * “pe 


Ratio Colo.7 to All 


Average Monthly KWH Sosstte oc suory. 


sumption Per Far Consume 
. Colorado :7 ican 


Neighboring Co-~opsb/ ake 


All REA in State of Colo. 
Ratio Colo. 7 to All . 


‘al Based ‘on ‘operating reports. 


determined, — 


‘farm ¢donsumers. - 


1920 


Brend. 


_. Basic Economic Trends — 


1930 
35,883 


- 4,035,791 
00346 


1930 
3, 680 
59,956 
+0614 


1929 
$2,484 


3,333 


745 


“or 2 1990- 
SS eho, 648 
he 10,497 


+633 


ighe 


1e20¢ 


1.02 
1.18 


1942 
57 
yee 


pe Gipar 
popes, gar 


1940 
Wy, 351 
1,123,296 
00395 
ws ake ahs 
3,931 By 604 34455 
63, 644 51,436 47,618 
«0618 00701 00726 
, "B39 ” you 
- $1,609 $3, 541 
1,975 5,261 
~815 673 
$4,774... $6,070 $ 8,539 
6, 500°» 7,550 11,855 
| 0726" 804 720 
Power Cost and Power Use Trends 
LTS Ded 
1.02 .-, . 1.06 
1.13 1,09 
1945 1948 1951 
73 102 115 
a RIE? iL: ROH artins 4 46; 
thee earth Ree eg <2 Tabs 
eas ee 76 58. 


“Whether and/or SheN water heaters included cannot be 


b/ Average of tivo systene! far SY UGA weighted < on. (ths basis of their number of 


c/ Data from 14 power requirenent studies for Me _ 14s, other years all coeops in 


q Mhate of Colorado. 


oe vost TEE 
a} 
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PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS ” 


The service area lies in a high mountainous .section of the Rocky Mountains. | The 
elevation varies from 500° feet in the lower Colorado River Valley to 11,000 feet 
in the Grand Mesa Area. Some of the area is covered with heavy timber and is 
located within the Grand Mesa National Forest,....&. Valuable asset ‘is the vatershed 
furnishing part’ of the water’ for irrigation on the farms in the served areas 
Precipitation’ varies from 9 inches in the lower valley to 15 inches annually in 
the higher mountainous area, The growing season likewise varies from 191. days to 
123 days. in:the’ lower and higher iy ont Recorded temperature extremes ;are bane 
108? B. and minus Be oe Be... uel baci fAEKS: eign 


COMPEIEIVE SOUHQNS OR MURBOL 5+. 


Liquid pe veetbon plait ae” a Heavy competitor of electricity at. the. present time. 
Thirty~six percent of the consumers interviewed indicated using or planning to use 
LP gas in the future, the order of importance in use being for (onsen (85 percent), 
water heating (38 percent), and house. heating (25 percent) si. 5 


TABLE Vi oo aS 


STATUS OF LP GAS 134 RESPONDENTS 
REPORTING IN RANDOM SAMPLE sunvara/ et 


‘Consumers! Position With Number in Percent 
Respect to Use of IP Gas Survey - . of Total 
Mot using and not planning to use ntti 86 Bs i oe ae 
Not using but planning to use ih 1 Agee 4 
.,Presently. using LP. gas 4? 35 
ie a RSL Ge 100: 
titling a ea UP sania ceil po? fate Bae E ts We tee dt: ) 
Used: for: seen ae, ete. ANY oh ear! free 
go are. * Cooking "pie yet A ee TS eee 
eye TSE Water Heating 3 Hae Cae 18 
House Heating fel Pew 12. 
fannie to change to’ eheetitotty. e 5 2 
- Cooking: em. aes » PES es 
-“House Heating ESS) ( a 


etree eh 
sei acini Mee 8 er. te 
send “ ares 3: Mie 4 oe 


al ! All served Fert, nonfarm and, ‘tov respondents inttosting use of gas,. 


pater eet 4 ! " 7 ON A Pe A ‘ 
Mok shy ~ pS IE MW . = ages tp te 


AD ee eee ee eS -.. 


ae rer see pte? 
. t * . fae ae aks ps Care ines) ao o* 
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ANALYSIS OF FUTURE FARM, NONFARM AND 
: eOWs RESIDENTIAL KWH CONSUMPTION 


_——" —_ = ae ia Paws > f BORING ET. RY HORE i ie 
This cpoperative ips ele naere t tr 1939! bha’-binee 4938" wrorcoe Borratt farm con- 
“swaption’ has increased to 170 kwh for the 12 months ended June 30, 1953. This 
is an increase of 9 kwh in average monthly usage per year. During the past 
5 years, the average increase has been 14 kwh per years The farm respondents 
... indicated. a.2l:percent kwh increase, or 206 kwh. average monthly usage’in 3 years. 
_ Nonfarm consumers, ¢ncreased | ‘té- 158 ‘kwh “over ‘thé l4.year period. The last 5-year 
“‘incfease was 8 kwh average per month a year based On operating . report: data. - 
These respondents. indicated 2:9 percent: ksh * ‘Fncrense,” or 172 lah average monthly 
3 owenes" fn 3 years. Town residential consumers were first listed on the monthly 
Cn Sa! apg an (1947. cia then they have satewa to 123 kwh per month, 
; che mMieee respondents indicated a9 percent kwh (ee or 134 kwh average 
monthly usage’in-3 yéars. ‘Farm consumers use electricity mainly in the home 
rather than in farm production, Even though the service area, includes..a-large 
amount of irrigated..lands, there has beén Little use of sprinkler systems for 
spreading the water on the land. The appraisal indicated no additional pumps 
for lifting water to a higher elevation for added ‘irrigable lands, however, the 
menagéer believes: ‘there Will ultimately be 256 Should the farmers become 
interested ‘in the ‘use’ of ‘electrically powered sprinkler irrigation systems, the 
annual kwh usage of the cooperative would be increased substantially. ° 


Pe a 


Indicated’ kwh increases and, total usage by major uses to be Eohiceen in’ 1938" 
-are shown ror farm, nonfarh and town residential consumers combined in Table VII. 
< Poursfifths: cf the indicated increase for these consumers is sree rae to pocur 

i “through ee addition of pour major home appliances: : 


LAE 
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TABLE VII 


INDICATED SATURATION OF APPLIANCES AND EQUIPMENT AND KWH 
USAGE FARM, NONFARM, AND TOWN RESIDENTIAL CONSUMERS BY 
C CTER OF LOAD PER 100 CONSUMERS, 1956 


ae aE 
SS A 


Indicated Saturation Indicated KWH Usage! 
Use Percent of Future 
Increase Total Increase Increase Total 


Major Household Uses 
Water Heaters 10 26 22, 500 50 58,500 


Home Freezers 14 56 9,360 21 37,620 
Ranges. fs ABE les “nes as eta eat eam AP ih 6,000 14 34,800 
Preamare syotona 2 Bo BT MP6 3. 8a 80 


Major Productive dda | 
Milk Coolers 


Milking Machines 


“14,055 
3, 234 


meine I BA a ON 


°% Bir ers 
9 462 


a 
“I 
HON. 


| Totals-Indieated annual. average useee. a atgane dill Lae, ainastnn  prbeate 
ate es 100 COMSUMOTE Oe SEEM RL ad png PIP 


Indicated annual average usage > Der | Panga ene Poe vecav cee 08 380 FIN PORES 2 928 


Indicated. monthly average usage xf eealitd Piri A innaoodipany th a budonetist ve (ait 


Ae Based on electricity. reguirenent for "appliances: and equipment for the United. 
; States as determined se 


The following table is a frequency distribution of future indicated electric 
consumption. This may be used in connection with ht any proposed changes 
in the rate structure. for the: Systane, vet" 


“Y pigeie : ms ead rvs a Pe hs : : & oh cue ¥ cond 10 _ 
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TABLE VIII 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF INDICATED FUTURE MONTHLY 
FARM, NONFARM, AND TOWN RESIDENTIAL KWH CONSUMPTION 


Average Monthly Percent of 

Consumption Respondents 
Under 50 3 
50 = 99 19 
100 ~ 199 Le 
200 — 299 25 
Over 300 26 


w~ Ll] ~ 


an aC a nmarnd tne ane dbp 
A ad bl 


~ ae RS 


areata ea: lew icleettiah 
Si OU SD ce lan 6 Palio RATE: 


